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Txme morality ‘and the - \’1etnam war:
have shrun)\ and fragmented- the elite -
i-group ‘available “to - ensure a-- smooth.
- foreign = policy - transition: from’. one’
admxmstranon tothe next.’ Survivors
"from ' the old regime. like the :new".
tsecretary: of -state,. Mr Cyrus Vance; |
“the mew. :secretary of defence Mr-
+Harold .* Brown, . an d*: the ¢ new
presndentlal . assistant - for . national

.security'- - affairs; . Mr- . Zbigniew:
Brzezmskx, are naturally fetchm«r in
some fellow-survivors of the establish .
‘ment;, but, from. political necessity as-
well as sheer depletion of. manpower,
they. are .. also - ‘bringing . in youngi|
dzssenters bn"ht men, full of push but
devoid of experience. in the hope that.J
the\ will, settle down. e

Fxrsv ‘however, “most of them - have
to be" conﬁrmed in: their. jobs: b}nthe
senate.s: T heir-i:past:.iutterances:

being .combed throu"h for-dangérs:or+

sof ¢

. -supenonty

dxscrepanme i1t is'a rare nominee that -
has mot contributed articles to Foreign~:
Policy :.or::Foreign . ‘Affairs; rouOhly

speaking; ithe amore circumspect*, and
uninformative & v the amcle, 5 thea-less

,trouble: it gives a! nomm en
puhhc hearmg tomes up.~ .

(,arter' has pxcked as " the . ne
mf the arm5' control -and’ dxsarmamem
as* taciturn-’ as’ an\'lmdy
ichi m the defenc .and ]

given -refreshmg ecturés. ‘oj vdefence
policy’at maiy a'congressional hearing: |
This mav hurt hxm. 'Now he needs the

]o}mson admxmstranons but’ ‘older” t.han
he and more devoted to'a hard defence
Ime sent" the cha)rman of .the “senate

commxttce, 3 ‘Senator’
letgcr attackm" Mr”

pto the Russian® mrlxtéry
rms: ontrol ‘iegotiations. -

N

}nvxtxn"‘NIr Warnke to- appear..in

THE ECONOMLIST
12 February 1977

Lz.0on sevcial
~that the’ defence budget xmght bé cut]
#He ‘has}also’ held the | quantities. of’
“nuclear ‘Weaporis. available t6 each of the .
_superpowers_, 1o " be ' ununportant in’
:themselves,”” provided . that'. 4 “rough’
strategic’ panty of assured destrucnon
_exists between - them ; ~and< he. ‘has
zfavoured. ._.»',a,‘ . policy “of_ ¥'unilateral
self—restramt 25 a: means’

‘.'mstance b)
Kennedy, who restricted American
nuclear“tests to encourage négotiation
“the. Test Ban A"reement The
-trouble for: Mr Warnke ‘is that the
.- critics of compromise in nuclear arms
pollcy behcvc, first,
government 1s set on wmmnfr .rmhtary
“and, second, - “that
;Larter himself is unduly commxtted to 7
a. itermination’ of the
armaments race.’

commxttee he had, on. the whole

svmpathetxc hearers. ~-His « frxendIV'
reception there, however, did-not bring :
the ..drama .of . his.: conﬁrmatxon
proceedmﬂs to a.close. His opponents. .
were mobilising support.in the-armed:
services ~-committee -, in -:hopes .. of',
damaging - his .-case through-. les
sympathetxc questioning by mqunsxtors-_':
better . briefed -and. - morg; directly
concerned ‘with the American side of. .
the rmilitary balance...In the ordmaryA
way,’ heanng; and a. report by :the. .
foreign .:.relations: ~committee : would‘
have suﬁiced but ‘the :armed ‘services..
committee >was within . itsTights..

f

hearmg ToOm as. ‘well..

time.: If-, confirmed in’ hxs appointment .
(whichishe ; did  ndt. riginally;. want
but ;the;president... Ansisted-. on it, ,

Mr Carter . .explained_on Tueada)n in

his first: official  press. conference),. Mr.-,

y Il.ovér into.
“occasions | -controversy is likely. to, spxl o

"what, the;Soviet’ Union_was spendm\,,

,accordm(f'to one’s :point .. “of " view,

‘'was t00" Iow ‘Debate h s been T

that “the " Soviet |
Mr’

. stratemc

'Mr: Wamke is an adroit advocate',h
and :in*"the  senate forex"n*re]atxona .

Warnke..will . not . in., fact, have, great .
power.., ,The.critics., .were. oettmv at, the

agreement. ‘A close vote on: the

contro

.Wamke confirmation. would be“a shot

across " the bows
admzmstratxon.._&, g
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* As things have tumed out, the same
the discussion ~of ‘thé “merits of .Mr’
Carter’s ‘new "choice of 2" director” of
Ceniral Intellwence to fill the gap left
by Mg Sorensens thhdrawal._ Late |
last ” _,year “the - Central’ ]ntelhgence :
Agency: sharply raised-its. estimate of _

on defence, s’ _change:. that can ‘mean, ')

either that the Russxans'have st'a{ted &

rate, or’ ]ust that ‘the ‘earlie est mate‘

‘community --and

" E T
i the intelhgexieei

among the practitioners of strategic
studies .about “the" gravity * of @he
Russian - military® threat. The - next

-director of Central-Intelligence, in his’
‘advice to the presldent may have to
“take- sides. ST ety RitE N




L
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( *"Mr Carter’s _choice, .~ 'Admiral -
.Stansfield Turnér,*at_ preseént’ Nato’
rcommander-in-chief - “in- ‘southern
'Europe, has the' reputation not only of .

a vigorous and accomplished’ sailor but’
also of a thoughtful and sophisticated
“haval strategist.. Many might think he
~would be better employed running the’
inavy'’ than 7in “reconstructing . the_
-battered ant‘r’al"‘luté]ligé’ncéi"Ag‘eu,é"y’;"
-but Mr Carter is in“a: difficulty "with
“the CIA and st Rave appealed to’
this ‘5ld- Ahrapolis-classmate in’ strong’

nterms:’. Picking "a eminent. ‘military’

is one obvidusiway to ‘fide over”
*suspicions's that” undid"s" M7
“>Admiral” Tuarner “iis - ’not;’
ever, “the " converitional - -big-navy
man “that - admirals: :generally™ ‘are.
s expécted 'to be.’ =

e, to0, has been writing for. Foreign’
‘Affairs; in the. last issue of which he
spoured polite scorn on those who take’
isa: crude . number  of ;- Soviet ., haval]
; els, |.compare . it’ with 2 -crude
number of American naval vessels, and
~jump “to lthe ‘conclusion | that the’
#* Russians are;on top _at_sea. He stated,
sother criteria by which - the .adequacy

: '76f ‘the_ American naval, forces should
< 1bé “defined,, Criteria that.included not
<only_quality. and efficiency,, but ability.

ischarge . the. ; séveral . tasks—

“to

istrategic offence;. protection ‘of power,

—that fa

v

ce:
>

snaval presence, sea. coxrx‘urol
R LA Eed u,'_.‘

s a. numeri

“Soviet - submarines<* with “American’

ssubmarines, . or *-of ., America’s. naval,

muclear missile lauiichers, with*Russia’s.|

3Sea. Scontrol Tis T different; and T this; Tit

tseemed to émerge from his article, was’

“the  naval-mission closéstito- hiszheart:y

¢While:!Adrnirat :Tufneciacknowledged:{

ithe ;1% dogged ;;determination s with.
ii\’ﬂhiéh,__'t‘he;-Soviet‘:_r;Uhibx_viWas:uBuildinga

Jp its- navyj hesobserved. incidentally

7thatvin"doing so! the:Soviet Union ‘was:

{i reacting- " toi:its s perceptions of s

‘threat.. from = oiir ‘once-overwhelming

ssuperiority atisealgs i imx ot Bim

#“That. gets.’him' infox e COMTOVETrSY”

" ‘about Soviet. military ambitions.- With:

the ‘other:l-controversies] about'+-the-

‘covert 'operations ‘'and¥ithe general”

‘propriety: of::ClA behaviour: itzhas’

‘riothing to. do,:but :it-does’ promise. an-

4 : ‘illuminating argumént before ;Admiral
- {Turner gets “confirmed:: in‘"his -new;
( ;unappetising fjob |~ SiTagas B
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